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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 38-42,44,45,48,49,54 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being clearly anticipated by Schestag. 

Schestag discloses a closure which is a "web like" element, and an elastomeric 
stabilizing element, Fig. 2, which includes reinforcing spring elements 22,23, which 
inherently meet the restoring force limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38-46,48,49,54 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hying et al in view of Iseli et al. 

Hying et al discloses a roller door having a closing element 14 and a safety edge 
20,21, of known structure and operation, column 2, line 64- column 3, line 1, of which a 
photoelectric device is an obvious choice. What is not shown is the reinforcing spring. 
However, Iseli et al discloses a elastic door edge sensor that has such a reinforcing 
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member 9, Figs. 3 and 4. It would have been obvious to provide one or more such 
reinforcing elements to the safety edge 21 of Hying so as to stabilize the edge. 

Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hying et 
al in view of Iseli et al as applied above, and further in view of Strand. 

Strand provides additional sealing lips that would have been an obvious addition 
to Hying et al so as to further seal the bottom of the door. 

Claims 50-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hying et al in view of Iseli et al as applied above, and further in view of Clark. 

Providing bristle sealing/aligning means in a track for a roller closure is well 
known, as illustrated by Clark and it would have been obvious to provide such for Hying 
et al so as to both center the closure and to seal the edges. 

Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schestag. 

The manner in which the stabilizing element is attached to the closure is clearly 
an obvious design choice and glue and/or screws would have been well known 
expedients. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant begins by stating that it is "unclear which of Hying or Iseli is being 
cited". However, the rejection is quite clear that Hying is the primary reference and Iseli 
is being used to modify Hying. Consequently, Applicant's confusion on this matter is not 
understood. 
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Applicant further states that neither reference provides the leaf spring as recited. 
However, Iseli provides a sensing edge with a leaf spring 9 precisely for reinforcement, 
thereby providing a directly analogous teaching applicable to Hying. The orientation of 
the leaf spring clearly meets the claim limitation. It is inherent that the flat, broad side of 
the leaf spring would face the direction from which a force would come that it intended 
to make it "give". 

Regarding claim 41 , providing two, three or more springs would have been 
obvious, as discussed above. 

Regarding claims 49 and 53, the term "web-like" is extremely broad and easily 
reads on the structure of Hying. 

Applicant discusses roll-up doors and associated problems and how this 
discredits the rejection. However, a roll-up door has not been claimed. In this regard, 
Applicant is reading more into the claims that is present. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blair M. Johnson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6830. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on (571) 272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Blair M. Johnson/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3634 

BMJ 

7/22/08 



